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Fig. 8. Proposed correlation between the NW Europe standard zonation and western Tethyan and American zonations
at the Lower-Upper Pliensbachian boundary. The dotted line suggests the correlation between the Lower and Upper
Pliensbachian between Europe and America.
BATHONIAN WORKING GROUP
Sixto R. FERNÁNDEZ-LÓPEZ, Convenor
sixto@geo.ucm.es
The Working Group meeting during the 7th
International Jurassic Congress in Krakow agreed to
submission of the proposal of the Ravin du Bès section
as GSSP for vote in the Working Group by April 2007
and to the Jurassic Subcommission later. New
multidisciplinary investigations of the candidate section,
however, have been finished during April and May. The
formal ballot on the proposal of the Ravin du Bès
section as GSSP for the Bathonian Stage, by post or
email, to all members of the BtWG is responsibility of
the convenor and the International Subcommission on
Jurassic Stratigraphy Executive, and is expected by
September 2007.
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It is our firm resolve formally to complete the proposal
and procedures for ratification by the ICS of the GSSP
for the base of the Callovian Stage this year. It is a
matter of regret that it should have taken so long, but
some of the reasons (and excuses) may become apparent
from what follows.
Historical . In short, the scientific arguments were
completed in 1990 and a unanimous decision was
reached by a properly constituted Working Group at a
meeting called for this purpose in Stuttgart. This was in
the days of the ICS Guidelines Version I (1986) and to
satisfy their requirements in full would have called for
considerable extra time and effort, for little apparent
scientific gain - at least, in the eyes of the Working
Group. There seemed to be no great problems elsewhere
awaiting a formal declaration of a Callovian Stage
GSSP, no uncertainties dependent on it clamouring for a
decision. The reason was simple. The chronostrati-
graphical level chosen for the base of the Callovian was
little changed from where it had been since Oppel’s time
over a century before and where everyone had always
taken it to be. We in the Jurassic seemed to be getting
along very well without Stage GSSPs as conceived and
demanded by the ICS, again for reasons well understood
in the Jurassic community but, it seems, less so by the
members of the ICS. There tended hence to be always
other things more urgently in need of attention. The
history of events was as follows.
(1) Stuttgart 1990. - The deliberations and decisions
reached at the meeting of the Callovian Working-Group
held at Stuttgart and the proposed type section across the
Bathonian-Callovian Boundary near Albstatt-Pfeffingen
in the Swabian Alb were described quite fully in a
Report circulated among the members of the WG and
available on request. A summary of the meeting, its
proceedings and the decision reached was published in
ISJS Newsletter 20 (Callomon 1991, p.5). The
stratotype section was chosen to lie in a section near
Albstadt-Pfeffingen. The boundary was chosen on the
basis of the biostratigraphy of the ammonite family
Kosmoceratidae, whose widespread distribution and rapid
evolution makes possible geological time-correlations at
this level over distances with a precision having no
rivals. Such correlation-potential was taken to be the
factor of dominant importance. Additional constraints
required the boundary to lie at the base of the standard
chronostratigraphical hierarchy of subdivisions, that of
the lowest Subzone of the lowest Zone of the Stage - a
concept also traditional in the Jurassic since Oppel (and
finding no mention in the Guidelines). The level finally
adopted was the base of a thin bed marking the
biohorizon of Kepplerites keppleri at the base of the
Keppleri Subzone of the Herveyi Zone of the Callovian
Stage. The scientific basis for these choices had been
presented in some detail in the Proceedings of the 2nd
Colloquium on the Jurassic held in Lisbon in 1987
(Callomon, Dietl & Page 1989). All the scientific
evidence was therefore publicly available.
These principles were well understood by all 18
members of the Working-Group, representatives of 11
countries. They also understood ammonites and their
biostratigraphy as well as the correlation-potentials of
other guide-fossils often used for time-correlations. No
alternatives of comparable correlation-potential could be
discerned and no alternative sections of comparable merit
for the GSSP were proposed. The vote to adopt the
proposals put forward at Stuttgart was unanimous, with
no abstentions. No challenge on scientific grounds has
ever been raised, either then or at any time since.
An objection was however raised on doctrinal grounds
by a colleague (not a member of the Callovian WG)
who protested that the proposal did not meet one of the
critical requirements of the Guidelines (of 1986), namely
that the stratotype should be chosen in a section that
was “complete” and not “condensed”. Neither he nor the





ISJS Website at http://www.es.ucl.ac.uk/people/bown/ISJSwebsite.htm
Newsletter 34/2
Edited by Nicol Morton and Paul Bown
December 2007
